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it is too short, that he cannot do himself justice and is forced to an
aphoristic and dogmatic style that may provoke as much resistance
as agreement, Professor Kohn's book may seem, to some readers,
too long. Over seven hundred pages, and this is only Volume I
and we are left at the threshold of the nationalist age! But the
length of the book is wholly justified. Only on such a scale could
Professor Kohn illustrate the complexity of his theme; only by
careful analysis of the content of the nationalist idea over a long
period and many countries can the reader be shaken out of his
dangerous idea that he knows it all already. Professor Kohn is
especially good in discriminating between early and late forms of
nationalism, for example, between the modern identification of a
nation with a linguistic culture and the old, matter-of-fact cultural
protectionism that made the medieval Czechs such sticklers for
their linguistic rights.
Professor Kohn's learning is not without its dangers. There is
involvfed in the history of nationalism the problem involved in the
history of any dogmatic system, the problem of development. The
naive nationalist apologist, like the naive fundamentalist theolo-
gian, may look back into the past to find there both an exemplifica-
tion of his general view of national superiority and a consciousness
of that view in the ancestral stock. It is very easy to show that such
an approach is dangerous and breeds a totally unhistorical attitude
in the would-be historian. The modern German race-and-soil
theorist is hard put to it, indeed, to assimilate to his doctrine such
ambiguous Germanic heroes as Frederick the Great. He is forced
to import into the past a body of ideas for whose existence there is,
in the usual sense of the term, no historical evidence. He is forced
to evade, or to solve by drastic methods, such problems as the
nature of the loyalty due in the past to an ideal of which, soberly
speaking, the past knew next to nothing. He has to be a casuist of
non-existent cases of conscience. Who broke up the Holy Roman
Empire of the German Nation, the Protestants or Catholics ? A
whole national mythology may be built around an irrelevant con-
ception of treason to a non-existent national conscience. The treason
of the Constable de Bourbon is reprobated in national not feudal
terms. The ambiguous role of Paris in the Hundred Years War may
be glossed over; there may be a comforting assumption that all
citizens of the United Neti&rlands rejoiced in their liberation from